Remarks 

Claims 1-44 were originally pending. Claims 4, 10, 11, 13-15, 19, 20, 26-28, 30, 
32-40, and 44 are cancelled. As a result, Claims 1-3, 5-9, 12, 16-18, 21-25, 29, 31, and 
41-43 remain pending. 

Each of Claims 1-3, 5-9, 12, 16-18, 22-25, 29, 31, and 41-43 have been amended 
to clarify the subject matter being claimed. Importantly, all claim amendments involve 
narrowing / clarifying existing claim features, or deleting prior claim amendments. As a 
result, the claim amendments provided herein do not add new matter, thereby obviating 
the need for my additional prior art searches. 

Claims Rejected under 35 U.S.C. 8112 

Claims 1-9, 12, 16-18, 21-25, 29, 31, and 41-43 stand rejected for allegedly 
failing to comply with the written description requirement of §112, first paragraph. In 
particular, it is alleged that the Applicants' "...presenting any edits, deletions, additions, 
or modifications... which pertains to information initially included in the medical 
professional copy... back to the patient representative... [to] be globally incorporated, 
globally rejected, or item by item incorporated or rejected" feature is inadequately 
supported by the Applicants' originally filed specification. The Applicants respectfully 
disagree with this assessment and submit that such features are indeed supported by the 
specification. 

Nonetheless, in an effort to advance this case, the Applicants have deleted the 
foregoing feature from each of independent Claims 1, 22, and 24. As a result, this 
grounds of rejection is now moot, and the Applicants respectfully request that it be 
withdrawn. 
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Claims 1-9, 12, 16-18, 21-25, 29, 31, and 41-43 further stand rejected under §112, 
second paragraph for allegedly failing to particularly point out and claim the subject 
matter regarded as the invention. In particular, it is alleged that independent Claims 1, 22, 
and 24 identify multiple individuals for carrying out various steps, and that the specific 
roles of the claimed 'medical professionals' is unclear. In view of the foregoing claim 
amendments, the Applicants submit that this grounds of rejection is now moot. In 
particular, the Applicants have amended each of Claims 1, 22, and 24 to clarify that a 
patient representative is the party providing medical information, and that either a 
physician and/or medical facility personnel is (are) the party that receives a 
medical/facility copy of the medical information. The term 'medical professional' has 
been removed from the claims altogether. Accordingly, the Applicants respectfully 
request that this §112 grounds of rejection be withdrawn. 



Based on the foregoing claim amendments and remarks, the entire Application is 
now in condition for allowance, as all claim rejections/objections have already been 
withdrawn, or are hereby addressed. As a result, the Applicants respectfully request entry 
of the foregoing claim amendments and issuance of a notice of allowance. 



Conclusion 
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